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2001 SENATE BILL 496 vs. DRUG COURT 0
2001 SENATE BILL 496 vs. «N DRUG oocw&
Senate Bill 496 requires, with specific exceptions, that all Recognizing ‘that not eve with an addiction has

persons convicted of a nonviolent drug possession offense be
placed on probation. Further, if a person violates that probation,
their probation may only be modified—Not Revoked.

reached the stage in their addiction where they are ready to
receive treatment, potential participants in the Drug Court
program are screened for eligibility by the DA based on
past convictions and current charges. A second assessment
is subsequently made by a drug court specialist to determine
suitability for the program.

A review of similar legislation in California reveals:

(1) There were 12,000 persons assigned to the program in the
first six months, ‘the care is inadequate {0 rehabilitate them
sufficiently to avoid further brushes with the law.'

(2) An estimated one-third of the offenders referred for treatment
either fail to show up or drop out of assigned treatment.

(3) “We are squandering a lot of resources on people who are not
ready for treatment” (Superior Court Judge Michael A.
Tynan).

(4) Part of the problem is that sanctions are not strict enough,
allowing defendants three chances to succeed before they face
jail. -

Source: Narcotics Enforcement & Prevention Digest, July 3,

2002, Vol. 8, No. 10 at 2-3.

PETTIT T L L L L L L AN T) 2N %Oé******************

ALSO: Drug Courts usually consists of a drug court team
including a sitting judge, prosecutor, public defender,
probation official, a police officer, county health workers
and a member of the treatment facility. They are equipped
and structured to provide community-based treatment and
rehabilitation services in concert with criminal justice
sanctions and procedures that reinforce each other.

2001 Senate Bill 496 calls for treatment rather than extended
incarceration whether or not an individual is amenable to

treatment.

Drug Courts calls for treatment (in appropriate
individualized circumstances) rather than extended
incarceration.




2001 SENATE BILL 496

VS.

DRUG COURTS

2001 Senate Bill 496 is a proposal based on a misrepresentation
of facts that prisons are overcrowded with individuals charged
with simple possession of illegal substances and legislation is
needed to promote increased treatment opportunities and save
taxpayer dollars.

Wisconsin currently has a law, Wis. Stat. § 961.475, which
provides courts with a treatment option which, upon
successful completion, the individual obtains discharge and
dismissal for the offense.

5001 Senate Bill 496 would eliminate judicial discretion in
determining which individuals are suitable candidates for referral

to a treatment program.

The Wisconsin Legislature, in 2001 Wisconsin Act 109,
effective February 1, 2003, has repealed mandatory
minimum sentences for drug distribution related offenses.
This will restore judicial discretion in determining
appropriate  sentences based on individual factual
circumstances. In addition, Act 109 gives judges broad
authority to impose condition on extended supervision.
This would include drug assessment and treatment. Act 109
also gives defendants the authority to petition for
modification of their prison terms based in part on their
participation in treatment and rehabilitation.

hasmithjl\scaoda\2001 sb 496 vs. drug courts chart.doc



Flip Chart Discussion on what to be done with Senate Bill # 496

Issues — Elements of the Bill:

>

V VVVVV VVVVVVVYVY

D NANNIN

Question?? Embrace DEA Principles
sanction based accountability
Immediate sanctions -
Judicial Discretion
MH/Job Ancillary services

*Rest — Residential, employment, Educate case managers/employers about

options of RX services, support and treatment.
v Screen/Assessment (All offenders/Early)

*Uniform protocol/cultural competent
v Treat the whole person
Consistent with HFS 75
How Rx gets funded
Parole accessibility
Uniformity of drug charges
Mandatory testing
Immediate sanctions
Mandatory instructions/info/equality to defendants by defense counsel and prosecution
Bill needs judicial support
v" Training for Judges 4
Language includes “Shall” . 7777?
Include input from the Drug court personnel in Bill
Accountability of Judge/Judicial discretion
Define what “Treatment” includes and funding mechanisms (language NOT limiting)
Both judicial and defendant discretion to enroll/participate as client of drug court. Use
screening process to determine eligibility
Wraparound concepts-are/should be 1mplementéd
v" Employer involvement? ‘
v" Defendant employability — database
Refer to Intervention and Treatment Committee
v" Needed to be involved also: Law enforcement/Drug Courts, Judicial/Defense
representation is important. :

Equal access to treatment recognizing the need and severity of it
Long term evaluation/outcome/aftercare

To Be Resolved — Elements of the Bill:

VVVVY

Avoiding Institutional discrimination

Doesn’t include legal drugs

Not drug offenses alone

Thorough fiscal estimate attached to the bill :
Assessment — Futuristic measure of success from outcomes and did it work.

¢ Goal: Divert from jail and provide treatment and outcomes! ‘



State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton zm_s\mcxmm City Center, Milwaukee

38 Hard Core Addiction - An individual who is solely in
need of drugs. Must insist in assessments.

38 Dual Diagnosis - 16% of inmates in DOC are
mentally ill; 50% of those have addictions -- must
address those individuals. All non-violent persons
with mental illness including the dually diagnosed
should go into treatment.

38 Funding -- All levels of care are difficult to include
“with limited funding, minimal services and waiting
lists; funding drives the treatment rather than

need.

VL



State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

38 Long-Term Medication -- Include this when trying

to identify the problem.

36 Access to Drug Courts -- Must equitably address
possible cultural disparities and/or competency.

$8 AODA VA -- Must include the family to be a
successful treatment program (wraparound).

36 Juages -- Must include judicial collaboration with

social workers and others towards ensuring
sanctions work equitably.



State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

&6 Sanctions are managatory -- Must include current
standards and certification processes in place as
well as after-care. Pre-screening and assessment is

a must.
38 Restorative Justice -- Any proposed/implemented

legislation should include the victim in determining
what happens with offenders.

3 Measuring Drug Courts -- Have state agencies
provide policy and logistical support to manage the
entire system (courts, prosecutors, etc.) -- use this
as a tool.




State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse
ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

3 Developmentally disabled -- need to maximize
appropriate treatment for each individual
(treatment efficacy and outcome).

3 Training -- Ensure quality assurance for individual
treatment. Those contracted to provide services
must receive training for equal provision of
treatment.

3 £5L -- Non-English speaking individuals must

receive equal treatment.
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State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

w«\_\w@:x\
A

treatment before they are incarcerated -- Is there

mwvmoamﬁ_,__:m in place to address those individuals?

b State Incentive Grant -- Legislation and policy must
link with this grant and clearly indicate the intent

for use of these funds.

 Law Enforcement -- What about law enforcement!!!

They are the ones that MUST be included in the
front end of the planning process for this to work.

e Drug Infiltration -- The overall drug system needs

to be addressed and its affects.



State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse
ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
‘Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

%8 Timeline - need to get legislation to get
implementation to address the needs of individuals.
&8 Researchers -- Researchers must be involved.

Outcome studies may be helpful in strengthening
the conversation with facts and statistics.

3 Private Insurance Companies -- In an average
policy, can you get inpatient more than 10 days?
Answer -- not visible. Possibly treat the stress

factors that affect these individuals.




State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse
ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
_.___.,,8: Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

38 MH/SA Parity - Proposals are pending to increase
the insurance coverage to a little over $16,000.
This change in the benefit would change provision
of services and increase as health care costs

increase. Need realistic assessments.

- & Sanctions -- Most programs use graduated
sanctions. A simple sanction does not have to
mean jail time. This REALLY is the last resort of

sanctions.




State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

on

s Note: Please remember to indicate your comments

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03

Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

the carbon paper enclosed in your packet. You

may also send it to Vince Ritacca as indicated.

3 Next Steps/Final Thoughts:

\

These comments will be brought forward to the

State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse,
sent to you for comment, then move forward.

\

Judicial, law enforcement, corrections,
providers, etc. must work together to identify

areas to include in proposed legislation.



State Council on Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse

ITC Treatment vs. Incarceration Ad-Hoc Committee -- 3/14/03
Hilton Milwaukee City Center, Milwaukee

N 7Timeframe -- Re y udg
considerations, let work on this now for the next
biennium. Lets do it right!

Al 7asks -- Review proposed concepts, proposals,
and models, and identify aspects that are
beneficial. Possibly edit existing/proposed
legislation to include your input; submit

responses to Vince Ritacca (DHFS/DSL/BSAS, 1 W.
Wilson Street, Room 434, Madison, WI 53707)

A More Information -- View Dr. Embry’s web site
www.paxis.org for further information.

AlThank you!




TREATMENT INSTEAD OF PRISON

ASA HUTCHINSON- DIR. OF DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADM.

THREE KEYS TO REFORMING THE WAY WE TREAT

PRISONERS OF NON-VIOLENT CRIMES

1.

SANCTION BASED ACCOUNTABILITY-
MANDATORY TESTING!

. IMMEDIATE SANCTION- IF A PERSON IS IN

VIOLATION THE JUDGE MUST HAVE THE ABILITY
TO SENTENCE HIM OR HER TO PRISON
IMMEDIATELY. JUDICIAL DISCRETION IS A KEY
COMPONENT TO THIS LEGISLATION. THE ONE-ON-
ONE RELATIONSHIP MUST BE THERE.

. WHOLE PERSON MUST BE TREATED- JOB

TRAINING, FAMILY ISSUES, AND OTHER
ADDICTIONS ALCOHOL AND DRUG ARE A KEEP
COMPONENT TO HEALING THE WHOLE PERSON.



CONCERNS:
COST- WIIS GOING TO BE FACING ANOTHER BUDGET
DEFICIT. LOCAL COST? COUNTIES ROLE?

PRISON POPULATION- CURRENTLY WI HAS 22,000
INMATE AND 3,400 INMATES IN OTHER STATES.

FACTS:

» IN WISCONSIN 4 OUT OF EVERY 100 AFRICAN
AMERICANS ARE IN PRISON.

> ARIZONA AND CALIFORNIA CURRENTLY HAVE
PROGRAMS SET UP TO ADDRESS NON-VIOLENT
DRUG OFFENDERS.

» *DRUG COURTS HAVE A 70% SUCCESS RATE.
WISCONSIN CURRENTLY HAS A DRUG COURT IN
| MADISON. THIS LEGISLATION WOULD NOT
MANDATE DRUG COURT IN EVERY COUNTY.

» THE GOAL TO ALTERNATIVE TO
INCARCERATION IS NOT TO LEGALIZE DRUGS
BUT TO PROVIDE TREATMENT TO THOSE
INDIVIDUALS WHO NEED IT.




Drug Use Reduction
Legislative Proposal

Milwaukee Proposal




Legislation that is supple enough to be
used on an ad hoc (per case) basis in
‘smaller counties but with enough
structure to become the framework for
a full time drug treatment court.



DUR creates a mechanism for offense processing
that utilizes sanctions and incentives to promptly
address drug abuse crime (primary) and certain drug
abuse related crimes (secondary).

Prim ary

Simple drug (non-
trafficking
offenses) are
automatically
eligible for DUR
subject to consent
of the parties &

court approval.

Seconelary

Subject to certain excluded offenses, non-
automatically eligible offenses, that are
significantly drug motivated subject to approval of
the parties and certain court findings.

Anticipated use may be offenders involved in
minor drug sales or less serious property crimes
where the crimes are significantly motivated by
drug abuse.



Not Automatically Eligible Offenses

Offenses that Would Take Advantage of DUR
processing through the secondary route.

Any offense not herein excluded. [Also, as noted: consent of
parties and favorable court findings required under the
secondary route.] -




Primary Route

.

Ch tomaticall
Arrest iarge automatically Consent of
Eligible Offense .
Parties
--OCSBM Eligibility
IIWOU” . .l N NS I NN .- E N -
--Keeping

Primary Route No need for pre-screening as those who might fail
just continue as if a normal criminal case.

'-l'l'lllll'lllll.llll\

Secondary Route
Offenses significantly motivated by drug abuse

’

Motion for Use of
DUR Processing
because the offense is
believed to be
significantly
motivated by drug
abuse.




Prompt Assumption of Responsibility

@ Guilty Plea

PROMPT = 10 days of
PH (felony)

or 30 days Intake
(Misdemeanor)

1) encourages prosecutors .
to use DUR

2) saves litigation

expenses

uv drug use problems call
for prompt attention

[4) In non-drug, victim
involved crimes, less
burden on the victim.]



Integrity of the process necessitates ability to _onm.m certain challenges.

So as not to interfere with promptly moving toward treatment or other intervention
AND so motion practice is not used solely to delay, guilty pleas can be accepted
subject to this litigation. |




PSI (specific
for drug
evaluation

(statute must
permit PSI for

misdemeanor)

Offender remains amenable to
treatment or other intervention.

Incarceration,

Probation supervision subject to
conditions of treatment or other
alternatives directed to
abstinence (Education;
community service), urine
screens, reporting, etc.

GOAL =¥ successful
treatment or other
intervention directed at -
achieving sustained
abstinence

Court maintains involvement
with DOC in overseeing “drug
treatment or other intervention.”
through reviews (times could be

-established):

Authority: --use graduated
. . \I]lllll.

sanctions (incarc€ration) or

amend conditions to achieve

goals.




Treatment Intervention Program/DOC and
COURT Supervision

-
-

Relapse/Other Failure in

Programs.
gr ¥ Success-
Program Failure (See below) . e
Conviction
Vacated

Duration of probation and period of
abstinence have to be sufficient to
effect intervention and achieve goals.

Program failure that precludes achieving goals would lead to probation revocation and sentencing.
“Preclude” would mean there was no reasonable likelihood for DUR success after
remedial measures, such as sanctions or modified treatment, were tried and failed,
or the initial program failed and there are no viable remedial measures to impose.







DUR should be considered in conjunction with the Youthful

Offender/Anti-Recidivism Proposal (YOAR). This cannot be
too strongly emphasized. It promotes DUR policy goals.

YOAR creates the mechanism for 17, 18, 19 and 20 year old
offenders to earn their way out from under the heavy burden of
a felony conviction record (obtain civic redemption). It does
not put the public at risk and overall promotes the public
interest. Y OAR keeps hope alive for youthful offender’s,
thereby creating incentive not to return to illegal activity (such
as drug trafficking) or turn to drug abuse.
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Addicted Offenders Accountability and Public Safety Act

The goal of this act is to reduce the prison and jail population by providing treatment to
drug and alcohol addicted offenders. This bill creates a voluntary grant program for
counties to establish programs to offer treatment and treatment incentives to persons who
- have committed a drug-related offense. o neoky cap cAsona—
' + alcoth courty com
The Addicted Offenders Accountability and Public Safety Act allows for county

discretion, judicial d1scret10n and prosecutorial discretion. This act creates an incentive-
based program.

1) In order for a county to participate in the program, the county must meet the following

criteria: :
) Do hSee —
Broad community involvement in developing the program, serving clients, and .
evaluating the effectiveness of the program. Many people have to be involved in dy“ Ver
the program, including but certainly not limited to, judges, public defenders, the =~ &n
district attorney, law enforcement officials, local social or human service 2 ath
agencies, and treatment and services providers. DoOC foo Covihy
An integration of substance abuse treatment services with the justice system
process. The court needs to be very involved in assuring the quality and
effectiveness of the treatment programs they refer drug offenders to. The county
program must give judges the tools to promptly provide effective alcohol and
other drug abuse (AODA) treatment to offenders and to immediately sanction
offenders who do not comply with the agreed-upon terms of the treatment. In
addition, judges must have the ability to defer an offender’s prosecution, offer the
- offender treatment as an alternative to incarceration, or expunge an offender’s
criminal conviction when deemed appropriate by the judge.

e Maintaining quality control between the courts and treatment services. The

UWQ" JV oS county must create procedures for sharing treatment information among agencies.
n | » ,
! fo0 ¢ County-developed offender eligibility criteria. Offenders will be eligible to
participate in a program based on that county’s criteria. Based on the court’s
discretion.

e Assessment to determine the offenders AODA and other service needs. Counties
must utilize assessment tools to determine the types of treatment and services that
will best address the AODA and other needs of participants. Treatment and
services should address any factors that contribute to the participant’s AODA use
and must be tailored to recognize an offender’s intellectual or educational level
and must be culturally 'competent.
People who would |y
m& Slperf-fo
@ Son. Roessle, - wdke, fo.ww&e oMo cowte, fo lfimme COver” parcle revocih
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Program sanction options that are varied in type and severity so that they are
effective for the particular offender and sanctions must be immediate.

Long-term evaluation of program effectiveness. The initiative must be evaluated
to assess whether participants reduce drug and alcohol dependence and abstain
from committing further crimes. This means frequent and random drug tests,
such that the county is able to document that the testing is truly random. Longer-
term evaluations must also be conducted to assess whether the initiative decreases
jail and prison populations and costs to the law enforcement, corrections, and
judicial systems.

Ability to establish a management committee. Members include the presiding
judge, a prosecuting attorney (selected by the county or district attorney), one
member of the bar who practices criminal defense before the circuit court judge, a
representative of the treatment providerk, and any additional members the court

deems necessary. P
| D, — Dorin

2) Funding:

Grant funds could be used for planning the initiative, as well as case management
treatment and services, and aftercare services for participants. Counties may
contribute county funds, grant funds from other services, or both, to the initiative.
In addition, the drug offender is required to pay for as much as his or her
treatment as possible (including Medical Assistance, private insurance).

]

Other Possibilities: Access to Recovery grant (federal drug and alcohol treatment
voucher program), other federal grants (Dane Co. Drug Court is partially funded
through the Federal Law Enforcement Grant), increase the Drug Abuse Program
Improvement Surcharge (DAPIS) and apply revenue to this initiative.

<

3) Other considerations: .

The Addicted Offenders Accountability and Public Safety act will include an
extensive list of definitions.

Receiving treatment is entirely voluntary and is only for those who are amenable
to treatment.

Treatment must be directed at treatmg the whole person. This includes Job

- training, family issues, and treating other mental health problems related to the

AODA addictions.
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Dsida, Michael

From: . Dsida, Michael

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 1:49 PM
To: Seaquist, Sara

Subject: RE: AOAPSA comments and questions I

1. Sen. Roessler indicated at Friday's meeting that counties could choose to have their programs apply in parole/extended
supervision revocation cases as well. That is, instead of being returned to prison for a drug or alcohol related violation, the
person would participate in a treatment program. | just want to confirm that with you. Also, | assume that if that option is
available to counties with respect to parole/extended supervision revocation cases, it would also be available in probation
revocation cases too.

2. DRL Secretary Donsia Hill recommended that the criminal defense attorney referred to in the third bullet point on page
2 of your outline be a public defender. What do you think?

3. Secretary Hill also suggested that one person in the first bullet point on page 1 be a "driver” -- a strong leader for the
group. Obviously, strong leadership would be helpful, but I'm not sure whether the draft should (or even can) specify
anything on that issue.

Mike Dsida

Legislative Reference Bureau
608/266-9867

michael.dsida @state.legis.wi.us

Dsida, Michael

From: Dsida, Michael

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 12:45 PM
To: Seaquist, Sara

Subject: AOAPSA comment and questions |

1. Here's another statute that you should look at in connection with our discussion this morning:

46.03(18)(fm)

(fm) Notwithstanding par. (a), any person who submits to an assessment under s. 961.472 shall pay a fee to the
appropriate county department under s. 51.42. The department of health and family services shall set fees for each
county department under s. 51.42 designed to offset all the costs to the county in providing the assessment program. The
department of health and family services shall provide for the reduction or waiver of the fee for persons who are unable to
pay the complete fee.

2. Can counties cover drug paraphernalia cases too? Note that a drug paraphernalia case can already be prosecuted as
a civil offense if the county enacts an ordinance under s. 961.577.

3. Here is a list of different effects that expungement could have:

-- permit the person to say truthfully that he or she has never been convicted

-- prevent members of the public from seeing the record of the case

-- prevent a court from considering the offense a prior offense for the purposes of statutes that impose higher penalties for
repeat offenders

-- prevent a court from considering the offense as evidence of the person's character when the court sentences the person
for a different offense

--- requiring law enforcement officers, district attorneys, and other government agencies to seal or destroy information from
the case

Which of these effects do you want expungement to have? Note that under s. 973.015, an expungement has the first
three effects listed above but not the last two.

Mike Dsida
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TAP Model

Background . S OFeT ]

1988, Governor Thompson signed into law 1987 Wisconsin Act 339 which created
Wisconsin’s Treatment Alternative Program (TAP). In creating TAP, Governor Thompson
emphasized the clear relationship between alcohol, drugs, and crime and the growing problems
associated with jail and prison crowding. u"é

PHreereation of FAP-inarge, partswassthe.resuli-0ffindings.and-recommendations:made-by
a State*@oHnciTon Alcohol and OthierDrugrAbuse (SEAODAY chaired by Senator Walter
John Chilsen. - '
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TAP’s improved design now links the sanctions of the criminal justice system, the personal
change benefits of AOD and mental health treatment, and the added support and '—'
aCeoutability-monitoring capabilities of case management systems - biingin 0 bear on
helping multi-troubled clients alter self-destructive behaviors. ——

. — T A ¢Zw»-/
The mission of TAP is to participate in justice system processing, as early in te continuum —

as acceptable to participating agencies.

TAP identifies, assesses and refers appropriate drug and/or alcohol abusive or addicted
‘offerrders accused or convicted of nonviolent crimes to community based substance abuse

-treatment, ’ —
e
TAP then monitors the AODA offender. or clients’, compliance with individually tailored

progress expectations for abstinence, employment, and improved social-personal

__...—functioning. —

s treatment results back to the referring criminal justice system component.
lients who do not follow, or violate conditions of their justice mandate are returned to
L justice system for continued processing or sancti
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Critical Elements

A broad based support within the justice system with a protocol for continued and effective
ommunication

¢ A broad base of support within the treatment system with a protocol for continued and
%effective communication

% . - . s
‘ An independent TAP Unit with a designated administrator
“,

& Policies and procedures for required staff training

§ A data collection system to be used in program management and evaluation

% A number of agfeed upon offender eligibility criteria

% Procedures for the identification of eligible offenders that stress early justice and treatment
¢ intervention

% Documented procedures for assessment and referral ’

§ Documented policies and procedures for random alcohol and/or drug testing

4 Procedures for offender monitoring that include criteria for success/failure, required frequency
§ of contact, schedule of reporting and notification of termination to the justice system

Major Service Components

i
&

D 3

determine pfgram eligibiﬁfy based upon agreed eligibility criteria. Evaluate clinical and
other areas of need and make appropriate treatment and other service recommendations

Ky
b
i
¥

Project Coordination
A Designated Administrator to provide leadership and coordination of community based
service providers and function as the liaison to the criminal justice system. Responsible for

establishing working agreements between the various treatment and other service providers
and between the criminal justice and treatment systems

,‘vy’d 3 :é?"\

'ender accoun

er tability by providing intense supervision of program participants,
while providing assistance and support for compliance with treatment and referral to services
to address other areas of need (criminality, employment, housing, education, financial,
medical care, mental health, interpersonal relationships, parenting, etc.).

Provide the broadest continuum of treatment possible to individualize service to the needs of

¢ each program participant. (outpatient, day treatment, residential). Inclusion of mental health
¢ related services (psychiatric evaluation and treatment)

@ritfifdldustice:Syster

untability for program participants and address concerns of public safety




Va3 eI Random urine/breathalyzer testing
\..“.A\(ak\.ﬂa\ \Kv‘l\i Individualized contracts AoDA Residential

- \Y\ housing >
A7 financial AoDA Halfway House

A or— o~ medical

\K\\\\\N\\:\\&i\u\\-\ education - L
: employment . Domestic Violence
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T ! TAP Model [IDING Cowinty
\ Criminal Justice — —
System :
courts Referrals > RND ooy e
district attorney Screening and Assessment | Ve —Fa
defense attorneys L A ‘ =
law enforcement % \%\b\\( )2 15301
probation/parole \%\
~ ] Project Coordination Ol
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Administrative Oversight/Reports back to Criminal Justice System  [*7 /e peaZel
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Case Management Treatment S A A=

AoDA Outpatient

Weekly meetings
v/ Regular ¢ .
ognitive Intervention groups AoDA Day ﬁmmgma

- child care/parenting Detox

transportation

Mental Health Services

'

Reporting to CJS

Accountability and Public Safety




T oSea/ost

Court approval of TAP as part of sentence disposition or
by approval of probation agent if an alternative to
revocation agreement _

w=d)

REFERRALS

W ;e 8} A

S

District Attorney’s office decision for case disposition

TYPE OF DIVERSION

Sentence Alternative/ county jail sentence reduction or
Formal alternative to revocation

e

SakeAU e
lcycend

Sl

[ .

Criminal Traffic (OWI, 3rd offense or greater)
Drug Charges (possession, prescription fraud)
Property Crimes (theft, burglary, forgery)
Battery, Disorderly conduct

. ctlen \g

TYPES OF CHARGES

Deferred Prosecution or .
Reduction of conviction and/or penalty

e
IS

Drug Charges (possession, prescription fraud)
Property Crimes (theft, burglary, forgery)
Disorderly conduct/resisting (nonviolent-misd)

LEGAL INCENTIVES

Reduction or elimination of jail time
Avoid county jail or state prison time asialternative
to revocations r

SN

' PROGRAM LEN

Dismissal of charge
Reduction of charge or reduction of penalty

( é ) XX riable Length (minimum of nine months an "0
= T to tw ~ .
_ \ : ) o o %MW/ .S..ba.\ro&cn,\ \ o
TARGET GROUP Coror vl ‘D,

Persons who are abusing or addicted to AOD’s
Treatment indicated

—  _Treatment for So.mm abusing or addicted

AODA Education for non problem users

REPORTING TO CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Program Coordinator responsible for notifying court on eligibility

status of referrals, admission to the program and status at discharge. .
Procedures in place for authorizing jail releases, returns to custody.

Notification procedures in place with CJS for informing TAP of
new arrests and warrants for active participants. .

On ATR cases, TAP works directly with agents through reports,
immediate notice of program violations, joint case reviews and
case planning.

g5

Court maintains judicial oversight of program.
Program participants attend regularly scheduled court
reviews to monitor progress and compliance. Court
imposes sanctions or recommends termination if

necessary. Written reports are submitted to court by
program staff. Program Coordinator participates in the
court case and scheduling of impromptu 3<mm<WM\m(
needed. LIV UTEWS 2y Lo — LANC 2
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DANE COUNTY TREATMENT DRUG COURT

Name: D.O.B:

1. How often do you have a drink containing alcohol? (Check one)
Daily or nearly daily?

Weekly S
Monthly
Less than monthly
Never
2. How often do you use drugs !ike marijuana, tranquilizers, cocaine, LSD, heroin, uppers, or
downers, for other than medical reasons? (Check one)
Daily or nearly daily?
Weekly
Monthly
Less than monthly
Never
3. In the past 12 months, have you drank alcohol or used drugs more than you meant to? (Check one)
More than 10 times'
5-10 times
3-4 times -
1-2 times
Never
4, In the past 12 months, have you wanted or needed to cut down on your drinking or drug use?
(Check one) Yes
No
s. In the past 12 months, have friends or relatives worried or complained about your drinking or drug
use? (Check one) Yes
No
6. In the past 12 months, has your drinking or drug use caused health, family, emotional, job, school,
legal, or financial problems? (Check all that apply)
Health
Family or other relations
Job
School
Legal, including arrest or police call
Financial
None of the above
7. In the past 12 months, have you received treatment or help for an alcohol or drug problem?
Yes
No
8. Have you ever received treatment or help for an alcohol or drug problem?
Yes

No




W-2 Screen For Substance Abuse and Dependence
Scoring Instructions

Referrals to assessment should be made if:

A.  There are two (2) or more positive responses to questions 3
' through 6.

A positive response to question number 3 is 3 or more times.

Two or more affirmative reponses.to question number six (6) is

a positive response.
Or, - -

'B.  There is an affirmative response to question number seven
(7) or question number eight (8).



Modified MAST
ALCOHOL/DRUG USE SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRE

CIRCLE YES OR NO FOR EACH OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS:

1. Do you drink or use drugs NOW and then? .............o..eeeeeeeeeeeeeereeemossmseeessesssoeeosoeoeeosooe s YES NO
2. Have you ever awakened in the moming after drinking/using drugs and found that you

could not remember part of the eVeNning DEfOre? ............oceeweeeeeeeeeeesreerveeseesoseeeeeooeoooeeeossesoos YES NO
3. Has your partner, parents, or others ever worried or complained about your drinking or drug use? ...... YES NO
4. Have you always been able to stop drinking or using drugs without a struggle after drinking

Or uSING @ SMAll AMOUNE? ....oveeeciierceceenre e e eesesesensessses et e esees s YES NO
5. Have you ever felt guilty about your drinking or ArUg USE? ....eeiecrccenreerereneee e eseese e renens YES NO
6. Have you always been able to stop drinking or using when you Want t0? .........c.e..oveveeevevoeveoosonn, YES NO
7. Have you ever aﬂendéd a meeting of Aleoholics Anonymous (AA) or Narcotics Anonymous (NA)? ....YES NO
8. Have you gotten into fights when drinking or USING ArUGS? .......c.euueveeerserreeeseeeeoeeooeoooeoooooon YES NO
9. Has your dﬁnking or drug use ever created problems with you and your current or ex-partner? .......... YES NO
10. Has your partner or other family members ever gone to anyone for help about your drinking

OF AIUQG USBT ..ottt seasara e st ssssssese s sesesss s ee e s s e nen s e e YES NO
11. Have you ever lost friends because of your drinking or drug USE? ......cceeeeereeeinieceeeeneeenennenenns YES NO
12. Have you ever gotten into trouble at wbrk because of your drinking or drug use? ..............cou......... YES NO
13. Have you ever lost a job because of your drinking or drug USE? .....c.ccevreeremeenresrrececeesreeessenne YES NO
14. Have you ever neglected your obligations, your family, or your work for two or more days

because of your drinking OF ArUG USE? ..........ceeeeueeevuueeeessreseneeeecmassemssssssssssssssmeenseesnsoenseno YES NO
15. Have you ever drank or used drugs in the MOMING? ......ccceoeveeemeceeeierereereeneee et YES NO
16. Have you ever been told that you have medical problems because of your drinking

or drug use (ie: liver trouble, aggravated ulcer, heart Problems)? .......cceceveieiieircnecte e YES NO
17. Have you ever experienced nervousness, nausea, shaking or heard voices or seen things

that wer_en't there after heavy drinking OF drug USE? .......cceeueeeecueeeeeeeerereneneeereeessesssses e YES NO
18. Have you ever gone to ahyoné for help because of your drinking or drug US7? ....cceeverreerrereernceences YES NO
19. Have you ever been in a hospital because of your drinking or drug USe? ..........ccoeeveeveeeerrereenenrnen. YES NO
20. Have you ever been a patient in a psychiatric hospital or psychiatric ward of a hospital? .................. YES NO
21. Have you ever been seen at a psychiatric or mental health clinic, or gone to any doctor,

social worker, or clergyman for help with an emotional Problem? .......oceeervreveneerirenereeenees YES NO

a. Was drinking or drug use a part of the Problem? ............eecemeveemeeeesmeooooesoooooooooosooeooeoon YES NO
22. Have you ever been arrested, for even a few hours, when under the influence of alcohol or drugs? .....YES NO
DATE v ' CLIENT'S SIGNATURE

Revised 5/97- SV



"he MAST Test

MAST TEST (Revised)

Michigan Alcohol Screening Test

The MAST Test is a simple, self scoring test that helps assess if you have a drinking problem. Please circle the answers to the following YES or NO questions:

1. Do you feel you are a normal drinker? ("normal” - drink as much or less than most other people)

Circle Answer: YES NO

2. Have you ever awakened the morning after some drinking the night before and found that you could not remember a part of the evening?

Circle Answer: YES NO

3. Does any near relative or close friend ever worry or complain about your drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

4, Can you stop drinking without difficulty after one or two drinks?
Circle Answer: YES NO

5. Do you ever feel guilty about your drinking? N
Circle Answer: YES NO

6. Have you ever attended a meeting of Alcoholics Anonymous (AA)?
Circle Answer: YES NO

7. Have you ever gotten into physical fights when drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO .

8. Has drinking ever created problems between you and a near relative or close friend?
Circle Answer: YES NO

9. Has any family member or close friend gone to anyone for help about your drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

10. Have you ever lost friends because of your drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

11. Have you ever gotten into trouble at work because of drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO .

12. Have you ever lost a job because of drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

13. Have you ever neglected your obligations, your family, or your work for two or more days in a row because you were drinking?

Circle Answer: YES NO

14. Do you drink before noon fairly often?
Circle Answer: YES NO

'15. Have you ever been told you have liver trouble such as cirrhosis?
Circle Answer: YES NO

16. After heavy drinking have you ever had delirium tremens (D.T.'s), severe shaking, visual or auditory (hearing) hallucinations?

Circle Answer: YES NO

17. Have you ever gone to anyone for help about your drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

ittp://www silcom.com/~sbadp/treatment/mast.htm
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"he MAST Test

18. Have you ever been hospitalized because of drinking?
Circle Answer: YES NO

19. Has your drinking ever resulted in your being hospitalized in a psychiatric ward?
Circle Answer: YES NO

20. Have you ever gone to any doctor, social worker, clergyman or mental health clinic for help with any emotional problem in which drinking was part of the problem?
Circle Answer: YES NO

21. Have you been arrested more than once for driving under the influence of alcohol?
Circle Answer: YES NO

22. Have you ever been arrested, even for a few hours because of other behavior while drinking?
(If Yes, how many times )
Circle Answer: YES NO

Scoring for the MAST Test

Please score one point if you answered the following:

1. No
2. Yes
3. Yes
4. No
5. Yes
6. Yes
7

through 22: Yes

Add up the scores and compare to the following score card: . .

0 - 2 No apparent problem
3 - 5 Early or middle problem drinker

6 or more Problem drinker

[.Return to Treatment Resources ]

Page last updated March 3, 1999
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Dane County TAP and Drug Court Treatment Program
Assessment Protocol

Diagnostic Impressions made according to DSM-IV

Instruments used along with clinical interview and collateral contacts include:
Modified Version of the Michigan Alcohol Screen Test (MAST)
Beck Depression Inventory
Partner Abuse Scale

Areas Addressed in Evaluation:;

Reason for Referral

Alcohol and Drug Use History -

Treatment History

Legal Hiétory

Family/Relationships

Client Support and Strengths

Education History

Finances

Employment History

Mental Health History

Military History

Biomedical Conditions and Complications

Summary of AODA Findings (Documented symptoms per DSM 1V)

Clinical/Cultural Observations and Recommendations



DANE COUNTY DRUG TREATMENT COURT PROGRAM N
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Criteria for Exclusion of Offenders from Drug Court Eligibility

Certain defendants are not eligible for Drug Court based on the criteria indicated below. Such persons should not be
referred to Drug Court. All other defendants are eligible and may be referred to Drug Court at the discretion of the
District Attorney’s office.

1. Exclusion based on nature of referral offense -- Some charges should never be referred to Drug
Court. They are as follows: :
a. violent felonies; -
b. violent misdemeanors;
c. drug trafficking offenses;
d. OWTI’s;
e. charges in which the defendant has been placed on probation --
Note: This means Drug Court should not be used as a condition of probation. A defendant may be
referred to Drug Court on an offense committed while on probation.

2. Exclusion based on prior convictions -- Defendants who have been previously convicted of certain
offenses should not be referred to Drug Court. Such defendants are ineligible as follows:

a. violent felonies -- A defendant who has been convicted or adjudged delinquent of a violent
felony any time before he or she is referred to Drug Court is not eligible for Drug Court.
b. violent misdemeanors -- A defendant who has been convicted or adjudged delinquent of a violent
misdemeanor within 3 years of the date of the offense on which he or she is being referred shall not
be accepted into Drug Court. A defendant who has been convicted of a violent misdemeanor more
than 3 years prior to the above date is eligible for Drug Court the same as any defendant.

~ 3. Exclusion based on pending charges -- Defendants who have certain pending charges (other than
the one referred to Drug Court) should not be referred to Drug Court. Such charges are as follows:
a. violent felonies;
b. violent misdemeanors;

4. Exclusion based on residence -- A defendant who is not a resident of Dane County is not eligible
for Drug Court.

5. Definitions --
a. violent misdemeanors -- Battery or any other misdemeanor which involved a physical contact to
others or possession of a weapon as defined by Wisconsin Statutes. Physical threats to others may
result in non-eligibility.
b. violent felonies -- all forms of homicide or attempted homicide, all forms of robbery or attempted
robbery, all forms of sexual assault or attempted sexual assault, kidnapping, false imprisonment,
hostage taking, extortion, loan sharking, threats to injure, reckless injury, reckless endangering
safety, all forms of arson, mayhem, all forms of felony battery, stalking, intimidation of a victim or
witness, any weapons offense or other felony which involved the threat or use of force against
another person. :
¢. drug trafficking offenses -- this includes delivery, manufacture or possession with intent to
deliver a controlled substance or non-controlled substance; a referral of such offenses may be made
on an exceptional basis at the discretion of the prosecutor.
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